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we trust the scene will be altered. The Oriho- 
dox doctrine, of a sin, unpardonable in its na- 
ture, and unatoned for by Christ, and which 
cannot be forgiven, will appear in its proper, 


the commonly received opinions, the apostle 
/Paul must be endlessly miserable; for he de- 
_clared that he was the chief of sinners; and if 
there is one sin more aggravated than another, 


Mar. Evrrorn,—As a sincere desire for the | and inexpressibly blasphemous point of view, if) he must have committed it, otherwise he could 


knowledge of the truth is the basis of this! we examine the Scriptures, and admit the de-|not have been the chief of sinners. 


We do 


epistle, | hope my inquiry may not be rejected, | clarations of God and his prophets and apostles| not think that Paul was in the habit of reviling 
but be fully considered, and answered with) to be of any validity. ‘* God hath sworn by| himself, that he might be soothed and flattered 


gandour and unequivocal argument. 


The | himself, that in Christ, the seed of Abraham, | by his contemporaries; we believe Paul told 


subject of my inquiry is contaned in a passag€! all the nations, families, and kindreds of the|the truth, and was as great a sinner as any of 


of Scripture, which is considered by many to 


earth shall be blessed.’ And God declar Al 


those who crucitied the Lord Jesus Christ; 


be an unanswerable objection to the salvation) by the mouth of his prophet, that, althougi)! and the most unequivocal testimony we have 


of all men. It is this passage, or the dreadful! 
explanation usually given of it, that recently! 
caused a fond and virtuous mother to become ' 
insane; and in the anguish of her heart, to 
murder her beloved offspring! You will easily 
see, that Lallude to the sin against the Holy 
Ghost, &e. found in the 12th chap. of Matthew. 
I hope, Sir, for my sake, and for the sake of 
many a despairing soul, that you will give it a 
clear and candid explanation. And as your 
paper is open to all, be not offended, Sir, if | 
call on the learned of every denomination, to 
state their objections to your definition of the 
passage, which, if they neglect to do, f shall 
impute their failure to the want of any solid 
reason to confute you. Many of my friends 
of various sects of religion, are anxious to see 
the passage above alluded to fairly discussed, | 
and to have the privilege of canvassing your 
arguments, as well as those which may be 
written by your opponents. 

You will easily excuse every error in this 
short epistie, as I assure you, Sir, | seek not 
for the applause of meno, but for the truth as 
it is in Jesus. 





Ciciuia. 
MATTHEW, xu. 31, 32. 

Wherefore I say unto you, all manner of sin 
and bluspheny shall be forgiven unto men; but 
the blasphemy agatnst the Holy Ghost shall not 
be forgiven unto men. And whosoever speak- 
eth a word aguinst the Son of man, it shall be 


forgiven him;—but whosoever speaketh against 


the Holy Ghost, it shall not be forgiven him, 
neither in this world, neither in the world to 
come, 

In complying with the request of our cor- 
respondent, we purpose, first, to examine the 
commonly received opinion, relative to what 
is called the unpardonable sin; and what may 
to some of our readers be thought taking high 
ground, we declare, that neither of the evan- 
gelisis say any thing about an unpardonable sin. 
Where this idea first originated is not our pro- 
vince to discover, but it is our buginess, and 
with God’s assistance we will show, that it 
never came from the Scriptures of the Old or 
New Testament. And we declare further,— 
that the Scriptures speak of no sin whatever, 
coupled with the declaration, that it shall never 
be forgiven,—and that the declaration, “ it 
shall not be forgiven him, neitber in this world, 
nor the world to come,’ never was spoken by 
Christ, neither did either of the evangelists 
ever speak, or write to that effect. If we 


men shou! | make a ‘‘ covenant with death, ana 
an agreement with hell, yet they should not, 
stend.”” And God testified in the person of 
his Soa, that ** He came to save the world,’ — 
and by his apostle, that ‘* He was in Christ 
reconciliug the world unto himself, not imput- 
ing their trespasses unto them.”’ And again, 
that * The blood of Christ cleanseth from all 
sia.”’ Itis absolutely impossible to reconcile 
one of these, the declarations of the great 
Jehovah, with the modern doctrine of an un- 
pardonable sin, which shall subject the sinner 
to never-ending punishment and misery. Here 
are FIVE positive declarations to the contra- 
ry! And if this: doctrine 1s true,—every one 
of them are ratse! There is no getting by 
this,—sophistry will avail nothing here. God 
declares, that ** all shall be blessed in Curntst;” 
this doctrine declares, that a part shall never 
be blessed in Christ, and more, shall be cursed 
with never-ending misery. God declares, 
that the covenant and agreement with death 
and hell shall be disannulled, and not stand,— 
this doctrine declares, that their covenant with 
death and hell shall never be disannulled, but 
shall rematn throughout eternity.—God de- 
clares, that he came to save the world,—this 
doctrine declares, that only a part of the world 
shall be saved.—God declares, that he is in 
Christ, reconciling the world unto himself, 
NOT IMPUTING THEIR TRESPASSES 
UNTO THEM,—this doctrine declares, that 
their trespasses shall never be forgiven, but be 
imputed to them to all elernity,—God declares, 
by the mouth of his apostle, that the blood of 
Christ CLEANSETH FROM ALLSIN !—and 
this doctrine declares, that this is false! for 
there is a sin, from which the sinner shall 
never be cleansed, neither in this world, nor the 
world to come, nor through the wasteless ages 
of eternity. Reader,—which is true? I ap- 
peal to your understanding, and your con- 
science, whether one of them must not of 
necessity be false? And if we prove, that this 
doctrine of an unpardonable sin, is not taught, 
or contained in the gospel by Matthew, Mark, 
or Luke, will it not fall unsupported to the 
ground, and the opposite doctrine, of pardon 
and salvation, from all sin, by the blood of 
Christ, triumph in its place ? It will,—and God 
be praised, he has enabled us to do it in a 
manner, that shall be perfectly irrefutable. 
We believe a more inconsistent book cannot 


of the sincerity of Paul, is his declaration, 
that he ** was the chief of sinners,’ and that 
‘in his flesh dwelt no good thing.”’ If our 
modern saints believed, that the greatest sin- 
ners were those who committed the greatest 
sins, and that the greatest sin was blaspheming 
the Spirit, by which Christ performed his 
miracles,—and believed, that the saving a lost 
world, all men, and reconciling them unto God 
on the cross, was a miracle, and that to call 
this salvation which was worked, and effected 
by the Holy Spirit, unholy, and damnable,—if 
they believed this to be the sin which the 
evangelists spoke of, and which they have 
been in the habit of construing to be unpar- 
donable, we are willing to do them the justice 
to think it probable that they would be very 
cautious how they committed it,—and very 
backward in attempting to prove, that they had 
not committed it. It is our opinion, that many 
who are in the habit of adjudging their /*llows 
to never-ending misery for blasphemy, if they 
were sensible of their anathemas ‘including 
themselves, would say as little about the mat- 
ter, as Paul said; and when they did speak of 
it, would speak of itin the same manner that 
Paul did. We do not find Paul venting his 
anathemas against blasphemers, and by infer- 
ence exalting himself; so far from this, Paul 
acknowledged himself a blasphemer; and con- 
fessed, that he had compelled others to blas- 
pheme. ‘The Scriptures inform us, that ‘* God 
is a Spirit.””. We presume, there will be no 
controversy relative to the definition of bias- 
phemy, that it is speaking evil of God; there- 
fore, whoever speaks evil of God, blasphemes 
the Holy Spirit. The declaration of Christ 
is remarkable. Christ did not say, he that 
blasphemes the Saviour,—or the Son of God,— 
or Christ,—his blasphemy shall ve forgiven; 
but blasphemy and speaking aguinst the son of 
man, shall be forgiven. Paul in his Epistle to 
the Hebrews, 10th chap. 29th verse, asks the 
following question. ‘Of how much sorer 
punishment, suppose ye, shall he be thought 
worthy, who hath trodden under foot the Son 
of God, and hath counted the blood of the 
covenant, wherewith he was sanctified, an un- 
holy thing, aod hath done despite unto the 
Spirit of grace ?” There is an evident distinc- 
tion made, between the son of man and the 
Son of God. Paul reproving the Athenians, 
for their ignorance and idolatry, as recorded in 








be conceived than the Bible is represented 
tw be, by many, who profess to believe that it 





prove these premises, and we shall attempt it, 


is a revelation from heaven. According to 





the Acts of the Apostles, 17th chap. says, 
\“ Forasmuch then as we are the offspring 
lof God, we ought not to think that the God 
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head as Uke unto 
graven by art and man’s device. 
iime of this ignorance God winked at; but now 
commandeth all men every where to repent.” 


We consider the blasphemy, and evil speaking 


which Christ alluded to,—and the ignorance 
which Paul spoke of, to be the same. It was 
the sin of ignorance. The Athenians suppos- 
ed God could be worshipped by ar¢ and man’s 
device; and confounded the Holy Spirit, or 
great God, with sensible and material objects. 
And those, who supposed Christ, to be merely 
a man, or as Christ himself expressed it, the 
son of man, instead of the Son of God, which 
he really was, and who on that account blas- 

hemed him, by ignorantly speaking evil of 
sim, should be forgiven, or as Paul expressed 
it, the time of this ignorance God winked at,— 
and it is very remarkable, that the reason 
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gould, or silver, or stone, |those, whom they would degrade, and to whom 
And the they say, ** Stand by, for 1 am holier than thou.” 


It is a fact, of almost universal notoriety, that 
‘the blood of Christ is said to be insufficient to 
save, except assisted and aided by the personal 
holiness of the creature. His * filthy rags” 
/must be included, or the covenant is unholy, in- 
jsuflicieat, and incomplete! We may now see the 
prop iety, and energy, of the declaration of 
Christ, ** That whosoever shall seek to save 
his Jive shall lose it,—But whosoever shall lose 
his life for my suke shall find ut.””. How many 
at this day, not satisfied with the efficacy of the 
blood of the covenant, and unwilling to trust 
the salvation of their souls to Christ, are seck- 
ing to save their lives; and where is one, who 
ever brouglit forward his own righteousness, 
or personal holiness, as a means of salvation, 
but was cursed with the fears and torment, 


given by Paul,why all men every where should| consequent upon a state of condemnation, re- 


now repent, is the very reason, which Christ 
has assigned, why blasphemy agaiast the Holy 
Spirit should not be forgiven, namely,— Be- 
cause he hath appointed a day, in which he 
will judge the world in righteousness by that 
man whom he hath ordained; whereof he hath 
given assurance unto all men, in that he hath 
raised him from the dead.’’ Now the assurance 
given is this, that Jesus Clirist is not the son of 
man;—but the Son of God! Therefore, all who 
speak evil against, or blaspheme the Son of 
God, believing him to be such, are guilty o 

chat is in our days called the unpardonable 
sin. An inspired apostle declared, ‘ That in 
Christ dwelleth the ruLyess oF THE GODHEAD 


sulting from doubts, relative to the forgiveness 
of sins;—well may those fear, who doubting the 
all sufficiency of the salvation of God, attempt 
to comfort themselves with hopes of safety on 
account of their own righteousness, in contradis- 
tinction to, and instead of the righteousness of 
Christ. These shall lose their lives,—their 
fuundation shall not stand,—but those, who 
lose their lives, in the estimation of the world, 
and lose them, because they trusted alone, to 
the exclusion of every thing that can be named, 
to Christ, and to the blood of his covenant, 
shall find their life, to be eternal in the Son of 
God! Their confidence is without the shadow 
of a fear,—they know, that, because ‘ Christ, 





zopity;” there is, therefore, no Holy Spirit, 
but the Spirit in, and of Christ. And he that 
counts the blood of his covenant an unholy thing, 
does despite unto the Spirit; and is, therefore, 
guilty of blasphemy against the Holy Spirit; 
which our translators have rendered Ghost. 
We now ask, what is the blood of the cove- 
nant? And answer, in the words of the inspir- 
ed servant of God, it is ** The blood of Jesus, 
which cleanseth from all sin.”’ And as proof 
of the correctness of this answer, quote the 
declaration of the Holy Spirit, who declared, 
of Christ, “ will give him for a covenant of 
the people; and he shall be my salvation to 
the ends of the earth.”’ And the Son of God, 
or the Holy Spirit, declared, that ‘* He would 
give his blood, and his flesh, for the life of the 
world.”’ Reader,—itow many times, and how 
many persons have you heard speak evil of, 
and Maspheme this Holy Spirit. by saying, this 
doctrine, that Christ is tne Saviour of all 
men,—of the world,—the doctrine, that the 
blood of Christ, or the covenant, CLEANSETH 
FROM ALLSIN, and saves the world, or ALL 
MEN, is a DAMNABLE DOCTRINE, and the 
DOCTRINE OF DEVILS? We believe,— 
and because we believe,—and believe too, on 
evidence, based on the declarations of the 
Holy Spirit,—we unnesitatingly declare,—that 
there are thousands, and hundreds of thou- 
sands of hypocritical pretenders to sanctity, 
and personal holiness, who, while they condemn 
others to endless burnings, to racks, fires and 
torments, are themselves guilty, emphatically 
guilty, of counting the blood of the covenant an 
unholy thing, and blaspheming, and speaking 
evil of the Holy Spirit! And what is astonish- 
ing, it is the blood of that covenant, wherewith 
they are sanctitied, which they count unholy; and 
couné it unholy, because it is said, that it sancti- 
fies their neighbours, cs well as themselves: 


their Head and Redeemer, lives, they shall live 
also!’ They are conscious of no sin, that is 
not cleansed by the blood of the covenant of 
their Lord,—they believe in truth, that he is 
the Son of God, the Saviour of the world! It 
therefore follows, as a necessary consequence, 
that all those, who deny this truth, sLasPHEME 
the Son of Ged, the Holy Spirit, by denying 
the efficacy of his blood and covenant, and 
horrid to relate, bring forward their OWN 
CORRUPTION, as equal in efficacy, and equal 
in the sovereignty of saving power, with the 
blood of the ETERNAL UNcREATED Gop! If this 
is not blusphemy, it is not in the power of lan- 
guage to define it! Reader,—we-appeal, not to 
your prejudices,—but to your understanding 
and your conscience, for the truth of the 
declaration, that men, men who profess to be 
Christians, bring their own “ FILTHY RAGS,” 
and put them upon @ par with the Holy Spirit 
of God! Nay, more,—they declare, that with- 
out these filthy rags, the BLoop OF THE HOLY 
spirit WILL EFFECT NOTHING! Let 
every man ask himself this question,—Have I 
not been guilty of aspersing, and blaspheming 
the Holy Spirit, by making my righteousness, 
which is at best filthy rags, equal in power and 
holiness with the Spirit of God? Am! nota 
blasphemer of the Hely Spirit? And if never- 
ending misery is to be the portion of blasphem- 
ers, what will be my portion? Is there one 
man in a thousand, who could stand, even 
before the bar of hig own conscience, ‘and 
answer there for himself, touching this sin? 
NO! « All are gone out of the way, they are 
together become unprofitable,—there is None 
THAT OOETH GeOD,—NO, NoT onE! Destruction 
and misery are in their ways; and the way OF 
PEACE HAVE THEY NOT KNown.” ‘‘ Christ hath 
made peace, by his blood on the cross,”’—but 





'men heve not, neither will they know it. They 


are trying to make peace by their own worn: 
and blasphemously deny the testimony of the 
Holy Spirit, who declares, that the peace is 
already made! They go further,—they blas- 
phemously declare, that all who trust to this 
damnable doctrine, which they frequently de 
clare, is the doctrine of devils, SHALL BE 
DAMNED! Reader,—who is it that is guilty 
of this unpardonable sin? Who are they, wh: 
blaspheme, and speak evil of the Holy Spirit 
and count the blood of his covenant an unholy 
thing? {s not ‘* misery and destruction in the 
ways” of these blasphemers? And is it not 
manifest, that ** the way ef peace they have no‘ 
known ?” 

We shall! now consider the occasion, on which 
Christ delivered the memorable words, which 
are the subject under consideration; and we 
would observe, that the evangelists are uniforn 
in their statements relative to this particular 
The Jews had been reproving Jesus of violat 
ing the sabbath; and were by him told, “ I: 
ye had known what this meaneth, | will have 
mercy, and not sacrifice, ye would not have 
condemned the guiltless.”” We believe this 
divine declaration, of the Saviour of the world. 
is particularly applicable at the present day: 
and if our expositors of, and commentators on 
the Scriptures, knew the meaning of the 
words, ‘1 will have mercy, and not sacrifice,” 
we should never hear them speak of unpar 
donable sins, and sacrifices of souls, in count- 
less multitudes, to never-ending misery and 
despair. We are instructed, that there was 
brought unto Christ, one possessed with a 
devil, &c. and Christ healed him, and the 
people were amazed, and said, ‘Is not this 
the son of David? But when the Pharisees 
heard, they said, This fellow doth not cast 
out devils, but by the power of Beeizebub, 
ibe prince of devils. Aod Jesus knew their 
thoughts, and said unio them, Every kingdom 
divided against itself is brought Lo desolation; 


and every city or house divided against itself 


shall notstand. And if Satan casi out Satan, he is 
divided against himself; how siiall then his king- 
dom stand? And if! by Beelzebub cast out de- 
vils, by whom do your children cast them out ? 
therefore, they shall be your judges. But if 1 
cast out devils by the Spirit of God,then the king- 
dom of God is come unto you. Or else, how 
can one enter into a strong man’s house, and 
spoil his goods, except he first bind the strong 
man? and then he will spoil his house.”” We 
believe, there will be no controversy, rela- 
tive to the devil being intended by the strong 
man, that Christ spoke of. A man’s house is 
considered as bis power, residence, and re- 
source. Christ declares, that after the strong 
man is bound, he will spoil his house. We 


believe stronger proof, or greater evidence of 


the destruction of the devil, cannot weil be con- 
ceived of, than is contained in the declaration 
of Christ. ‘The reader is requested to recol- 
lect, that Christ, alluding to his crucifixion, and 
glorious effects resulting from it, &c. said, 
** And IJ, if 1 be lifted up from the earth, will 
draw all men unto me.”” The apostle de- 
clares, “ Christ hath made peace, by his blood 
on the cross, by him to reconcile all things unto 
himself, whether they be things on earth or 
things in heaven.’’ And the same apostle, 
likewise, says, “Be it known unto you, that 
Christ is the head of every man; we are the 





members of his body, of his flesh, and of bis 
bones.”” Now, apply the reasouing of Christ: 
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‘A house divided against itself shail not stand!” Is 
there any man who will presume to say, that the 
house of God is divided against itself, and shall not 
stand? Is there any man, who, after deliberately 
searching the Scriptures, and examining the various 
testimonies of the Holy Spirit, relative to all, or 
every man, human nature in the aggregate, being 
anited to Christ, and crucified with him, and buried 
with him, and risen with him, and having eternal 
life in their risen Lord,—who will have the hardi- 
hood to say, that Christ, who is the Holy Spirit, the 
everlasting Father, that he the Head, will consign to 
never-ending misery the members of his body, and 
divide this house against nimserr? We repeat 
it—who knowing this to be the case, would dare 
make this asseveration? Who dares say, that the 
house of Ged is divided against itself, and SHALL 
NOT STAND? Is there none? none! We, there- 


“fore, declare, that, if the house of God is not divided, 


and shall not be divided, itis united, and smauu 
stasp.” Noman can spoil this house, for its Head 
is eternal, and because the Head is eternal and 
lives,—the members, or house, shall never be di- 
vided, but live also. Christ adds, in the 30th verse, 
of the 24th chap. Matthew, “He that is not with 
me, is against me; and he that gathereth not with 
me, scattereth abroad. Wherefore,”—that is in 
consequence of what I have already said,—namely, 
I cast out devils by the Spirit of God, the kingdom 
of God is come unto you, my house is not divided, 
for he that is not with me, is against me, and he that 
gathereth not with me,scattereth abroad.—* W here- 
fore, I say unto you, all manner of sin and blas- 
phemy shall be forgiven men: But blasphemy 
against the Holy Spirit, is not to be forgiven men. 
Whosoever speaketh against the son of man, it shall 
be forgiven him; but whosoever speaketh against 
the Holy Spirit it shall not be forgiven, either in the 
present age, or in that to come.” Itis proper to 
remark here, that the word xosuos, or world, is not 
(6 be found in the original ; the translators substitut- 
ed the word world, for awy, or age, and for rea- 
sons, Which they never have been pleased to make 
public. In the 12th chap. John, 47th verse, the 
word xosuov, occurs twice, and is in both places 
faithfully translated world. If they had translated 
this, age, the absurdity would have been manifest to 
all; necessity, therefore, if nothing else, obliged 
them to follow the original Greek. We have observ- 
ed,that the evangelists are uniform in their accounts, 
&e. We mean Matthew, Mark, and Luke; John 
does not say one word about blaspheming the 
Holy Spirit. " But the translators of Matthew, Mark, 
and Luke, have made them disagree widely. The 
account of this matter, as they have made Matthew 
relate it, is, “that he shall not be forgiven, neither in 
this world, neither in the world tocome.” And they 
bave made Mark say, that “ he hath never forgive- 
ness, but,”—what 2—mark well what follows, “ is 
in danger of elernal damnation.” According to the 
common, and we might add, the almost universal 
acceptation of these words, we are instructed, first 
by Matthew, that a man who shall blespheme, &c. 
shall be miserable, or damned for ever; both in Mis 
world, and that which is to come,—and Mark de- 
clares, that, although the blasphemer is never for- 
given, or hath never forgiveness, as Matthew ts made 
to say, neither in this world, neither in the world 
to come, still, he ts only in danger of eterna! damna- 
tion!!! The prophet David says, “ Bless the Lorn, 
O my soul, and forget notatl his benefits; who 
forgiveth aLL THINE ini QuITies ; who healeth all 
thy diseases—who REDEEMETH ‘THY LIPE 
FROM DESTRUCTION,—who' crowneth thee 
with boving-kindness and tender mercies.” We 
bow ask the strongest believers in, and greatest 
sticklers for, this unpardonable sin, whether the re- 
demption David speaks of, and which is the redemp- 
tion of the cross, or blood of Christ,—whether this 
is not sufficient to redeem the soul of man, and 
save him from danger ? Nay, more,—conjure up ail 
the horrors, which unbelief and hell itself can 
gender,—base them all on a foundation forced by 
torture and misconstruction of the words of Christ, 
which you can find in this erroneeus translation, and 
here is a salvo for all; a “ balm for every wound,—a 


{cordial for every fear!” 
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Is it sin to speak evil of, or} 
to slander the Holy Spirit? Is ita great sin, of a 
stupendous magnitude? Hear the declaration of 
Paul, “ Christ died to save sinners, ef whom I AM 
CHIEF '" Is it passing strange that the chief of sin- 
ners should be saved? No longer wonder; “ For the 
blood of Jesus cleanseth from all sin.” From 
whence proceeds the strange inconsistency, which 
so frequently characterizes those, who call them-| 
selves the preachers of the cross? Why at one 
time, stretch their imaginations, and ransack crea- 
tion for mountains and gigantic expressions to make 
a Colossus in iniquity, whose lightest shade of crime 
is black as Hell, and whose strongest hopes are the 
writhings and tortures of despair ?—why declare 
that such a congregated mass of iniquity is the 
recipient of mercy for whom Christ died, and 
who is the heir of happiness and heaven? And at 
another season, deck your sinner in all the endearing 
and desirable qualities which constitute the chari- 
ties of social life, and thus accoutred, plunge him 
down to HELL! Such inconsistencies are incompati- 
ble with rationality,—such conclusions are a satire 
upon the Scriptures, and a libel on the nino oF 
HEAVEN! 

The word apesw which is translated forgiveness, 
might, as we think, more properly have been trans- 
lated remission; the difference, however, is not 
material, as these words are essentially the same in 
meaning, and synonymous. Paul told the Jews, 
“ Through this man, Christ, is preached to you the 
forgiveness of sins.” We are informed by John, 
that “* No murderer hath eternal life abiding in bim;” 
id est, in the murderer. But John declares, that the 
Holy Spirit, God, hath testified, that “‘ we have eter- 
vallitein his Son.” Has not the murderer, then, 
eternal life? Is it not blaspheming the Holy Spirit, 
to deny this ? Or, is blasphemy, or evil speaking, al- 
together different from the sin of denying the testi- 
mony of the Holy Spirit, and giving him the lie 
direct? We believe that any, or every man, would 
find it an exceeding difficult undertaking, to prove 
that this does not constitute blasphemy, to the very 
extent of the term. If these premises are true, 
and we vouch for the truth of them,—who are 
blasphemers?—or more properly, who are not 
guilty of this tremendous sin? Who are murderers ? 
We answer, in the words of John, “ He that hateth 
his brother is a murderer.” Who are they, who are 
haters of their brethren 2? We answer, in the words 
of the prophet, which Paul quoted to the Romans, 
“There is none that doeth good, no, Nor one! 
Their throat is an open sepulchre; with their 
tongues they have used deceit,—the poison of asps 
is under their lips,—whose mouth is full of cursing 
and bitterness,—their feet are swift to shed blood,— 
destruction and misery are in their ways; and the 
way of = they have not known,—there is no 
fear of God before their eyes—.Vow we know, that 
what things soever the law saith, it saith to them 
who are under the law; that every mouth may be 
— and all the world become GUILTY before 
God!” The word, which is here translated guilty, is 
veodizor, unjust; now, according to the common 
understanding, or rather misunderstanding of this 
passage, the whole world at the last day are guilty, 
and as Christ has declared, that all manner of sin 
and blasphemy shall be forgiven unto men, and that 
blasphemy against the Holy Spirit shall not be for- 


a 


xpwe, him vet; tor l came, not to judge, xpwa, the 
world,” —the guilty, or unjust world. To the next, 
the 4éth verse, the last day is spoken of; and jt is 
proper to observe, thatthe last day will be the 
last emphatically, and there can be no day after it, 
and it must of necessity be eternal, as the existence 
of God, otherwise, whatever sticceeds must be 
night; and we have the testimony of John in the 
2ist chap. Rev. that the New Jerusalem shail not 
“need the sun, for God, and the Lamb, is the lighe 
thereof; and there shall be no night there.” This, 
therefore, is the day Christ speaks of; and there 
is no condemnation; Christ declares, “ He that 
rejecteth me, and receiveth not my words, hath 
one that judgeth him; the word that J have spoken, 
the same shall judge, xpwo, him in the last dag 
For [ have not spoken ef myself; but the Fathe: 
which sent me, he gave me a commandment, what 
I should say, and what I should speek. And I kno: 
that his commandment is LIFE EVERLASTING” 
The reader is requested to recollect, that Christ 
speaking of his flesh and blood, which he would 
ive for the life of the world, said, The words that 
i speak, they,are Spirit, and they are life. Where 
now are the sinners, who have committed the un 
pardonable sin? Is it pardonable? If not, where 
is the sentence of condemnation? 

We call upon the teachers of this abuminab/: 
doctrine of an unpardonable sin, to come forward 
and explain this trcongruily to the public. It is 
their duty so to do, and if they do not do it, we 
shall consider them, “ Blind leaders of the blind, 
and dumb dogs, that cannot bark.” The decharation, 
therefore, of John, that “ No murderer hath clernal 
life abiding in him,” is precisely to the same amount 
with the declaration of Mark, that he that blas- 
phemeth the Holy Spirit, “ hath'not remission ;” but 
to say, that he will not have remission, NO, NE- 
VER! is giving the Holy Spirit the lie direct, and 
denying the testimony of all the prophets and 
aposties. It must be obvious to every one, upon 
the slightest consideratiop, that there is an essential 
difference between a man’s hawing eternal life in 
himself, or the joys which proceed from the know 
ledge of the fact, that he is the saved of the Lord, 
and having eternal life treasured up for him in Christ 
the Saviour of the world? The common doctrine 
that a man must have, literally, the Spirit of Christ 
personal holiness, and eternal life in himself here, in 
this world, or be eternally, or endlessly miserable, 
to say the least, cannot be supported or proved by 
the Scriptures. And further, if there is no change 
in the temper and dispositions of our best Christian: 
after death, heaven will be any thing but a holy, 
a quiel place. We have not, or at least we should 
like not to have, any motive or wish to create, or 
cause disagreeable sensations in the minds, or fcel- 
ings, of any persons, or class of people whatever 
And we hope, thet something at least a liltle like 
sincerity characterizes and operates upon us, when 
we say, that we have but little enmity toward any 
religious sect whatever: and further, we readily 
acknowledge, that it is the imperious duly of all, to 
regard all alike, and never let our zeal against what 
we may concérre to be error in ae nttment or doctrine 
prejudice us against the man! “ Have we not ait 
one Father? Has not one God created us?’ And we 
may add, are we not ail children of one common 
Father, and heirs to one common inheritance, and 
destined to one common, but glorious and peacefy! 





given in the present age, aco», or in that to come, it 
follows, that all sin but blasphemy is forgiven, and as! 
our orthodox divines would have it, at the last day, 
the whole world must be guilty, and strange to tell. 
guilty of the unpardonable sin, for all other sin shall 
be forgiven, &c. Admit fora moment the idea of an! 
unpardonable sin,—produce your sinners,—who is! 
to judge and condemn them? Neither Matthew, or 
Luke say any thing about judging, much less con- 
demning them; and Mark only says, he, or they, 
who may commit this sin of blasphemy, is liable 
tO aunw, xpecews,—We repeat the question, who is 
to judge them? The Scriptures inform us, “ The 
Father judgeth no man, but hath committed all 
judgment to the Son,—and Christ the Son declares, 
See John 12th chap. 47th verse, “ And if any 





home ? To be concluded next week. 
“The Tost of Fauh. 

Psalms LXXXVI._ 9. XXIL.27.** ALL NA'UIONS whoa 
thou hast made SHALL COME and worship before thee 
O Lory; end SHALL glorify thy name ALL the ends 
of the WORLD. SHALL remember, and TURN un‘o the 
Lorn; and ALL the kindreds of the nations SHALL 
worship before thee!!!” Do you believe, that ALL the 
wicked shall be turned into HELL? © yes,—certain 
ly,—why, you ~don’t think [ would deny the Bible ? Do 
you believe that ALL natiors whom God hath made 
shall come and worship before him, and glorify his 
name? Why.—I believe,— yes.—O yes,—yes,—I believe 
thata PART of oli will!!! Reader,—the following is 
the declaration of Christ. “I know thy works. that thou 
art neither cold nor hot; { would thou wert cold or jot. — 
So then,berause thou art luke-warm, and neither cold nor 








man hear my words, and believe not, I judge, 


hot, Iwill SPCE THEE OUT OF MY MOUTH 








CONTROVERSIAL. 
To the Editor of the Gospel Herald. 


Philotheus has been honoured by the attention 
paid to his opinions, — and nquiries,—but 
as he had no intention ofengaging in a controversy, 
when he made his appearance, he rather declines 
controverting the answer of the Editor.— 

Philotheus has noticed, that the Editor's tenor of 
arguing and quoting Scriptures, proves pretty 
clearly, he is a necessarian ;—and in his answer to 
Timotheus, he expressly announces, that the idea 
of conditional salvation, is absurd and blasphemous. 
The scriptures are replete with eouditions. 

Will he be so kind as to inform his readers, whe- 
ther Adam the first, was created afree agent, or a 
necessary being? If the latter ;-—please to explain 
why God necessitated him to sio, and apostatize 
from that good, upright and happy condition, in 
which he created him. For [I contess, I do not see 
how it is possible for such a necessary being to sin 
or fall. Yet it is too evident that men are sinners ; 
and that the world, once good, now lieth in wicked- 
ness. 

{f it is said, that man was created with the noble 
gifts of free agency and accountability, (which are 
necessarily connected, )—has man, by misusing his 
free-will power so lost this gift of free-agency, with 
accountability, that the coming of Jesus Christ has 
not restored them ? 

A lucid explanation of these things are fundamen- 
tal inquiries, in regard to the apostacy and restora- 
tion of man, to that image, Jesus Christ, in which 
man is said to have been created. 

The necessarian principle appears to have induced 
the Editor to misapply and misinterpret, as Philo- 
theus apprehends, most of the texts, with which he 
has endeavoured to confute. 

PutLorueus. 

P.S. I was sorry to observe. that the Editor did 
not testify, manifest or demonstrate, that Jesus 
Christ was his Captain, Counsellor, and Guide, by 
any immediate communication and presence ; in this 
gospel day of the outward word, in which God 

»xromised by Joel to pour out his Spirit on all 
esh. 
REMARKS. 

We should have been better pleased, had Philo- 
theus given to his objections, an arra ent and 
name ; and we think that we are justified in expres- 
sing dissatisfaction, especially, when it is considered, 
that he has not quoted one testimony from the 
Scriptures in proof of, or to justify him in his objec- 
tions, &c. However, it is not so properly our pro- 
vince to disprove the manner, as the matter ; and in 
doing the latter, we have no other motive, than to 
convince our frieod of the inconsistency of his 
principles and doctrines with the Scriptures, and as 
a consequence, induce him to embrace the truth. Is 
it not very remarkable, that Philotheus, who de- 
clares, that “ he had no intention of engaging in a 
controversy, when he made his appearance ; and 
that he rather declines controverting the answer of 
the Editor,” should immediately attempt to contro- 
vert, by giving his naked declaration against the 
positive and numerous declarations of the Scriptures’ 
We say naked declaration, for it is bare, and desti- 
tute of every thing which deserves the name of 
proof, save Philot eus’, own authority; and we 
must be excused admitting his testimony as evidence, 
whenever it disagrees with the word of God. 

Philotheus, adverting to our declaration, in our 
remarks on Timotheus, that “ The idea of a condi- 
tional salvation is absurd and blasphemous,” says, 
“The Scriptures are replete with conditions.” e 
challenge him to produce ONE! And to prevent 
misconstruction, we declare, that the Scriptures do 
not require of man, ONE act, or deed, as a condi- 
tion, in — of which performance, his soul shall 
be en 'y miserable,—or in compltance with which, 
his soul shall be made endlessly happy in the enjoy- 
ment of eternal life. Let it be understood, that if 
there is a condition, it must of necessity, be a “ sing 
qua non,”—-and it must be definite,—and whether 
Philotheus, or any other person, controverts our de- 
claration, we shall insist, that he, or they, shall point 
out the condition, or conditions ; and that tt, or they, 
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likewise. There is now an opportunity for the 
helievers in a conditional salvation, to come forward, 
and prove it such; and if they decline,—we shall 
consider them as acknowledging, that their doc- | 
trine of conditions is indefensible and unsupported 
by Seripture,—and if they come forward, and will 
take the WORD OF GOD IN EVIDENCE, we 
pledge ourselves to prove itt FALSE ! 

Philotheus has introduced, what, to us, is a new} 
name for a sect ; he says, “ he has noticed, that the 
E:ditor’s tenor of arguing and quoting the scriptures, 
proves pretty clearly, that he is a NECESSARIAN.” | 
We have heard of Fatalists, and Predestinarians, 
and if the Necessarian is a convertible term for either 
of these, we shall plead not guilly. We, however, 
have no hesitation relative to declaring what to us| 
appears to be truth ; and have no anxiety about con- 








formed of our faith, to know themselves. If the) 
word necessary, is defined to be fit, proper, and best, | 
we have no objection to the appellation, for we be- | 
lieve it fit, and proper, and best, and necessary, that 
we should be something or other, otherwise, we 
believe, we never should have been. 

We shall now answer, and we hepe in a satisfac- 
tory manner, the questions of Philotheus. And, 
first,—“ Whether Adam the first, was created a free 
agent, or a necessary being *” Ane. BOTH! Proof. 
God made man in his own image, and made him 
upright. God is a free agent,—therefore, man 
could not be in the image of God, without being a 
free agent likewise,—free agency,—uprightness, 
and to be in the image of God, are convertible 
terms; it is impossible to possess one, without pos- 
sessing all the three,—and it is impossible to lose 
one, without losing all three. Let it not be under-! 
stood, that we should say, that God was under the 
necessity of creating Adam,—the word necessity, 
or necessary, may apply to man, definitely, but not 
to God. God is infinite, and we are finite, and 
words are finite, otherwise we could not understand 
their meaning. And when we say, that Adam was| 
a free agent, and a necessary being, we mean, that it | 
was fit, and proper, and best, that Adam should be, | 
or God would not have created him; therefore, 
Adam was anecessary being. That Adam, by the | 
fall, and his posterity in, with, and by him, lost his, | 








and their image of God, we presume will not be 
denied by any, who pretend to the name of Chris- 
tian, of any sect whatever. If these premises are 
true, and we shall take it for granted they are until 
they are controverted, we think it unnecessary to 
give any other answer to the second question, in the 
third paragraph, of Philotheus’ communication, &c 

Philotheus, in his fourth paragraph, interrogates, 
“Has man by misusing his free-will power, so lost 
this gift of free agency, with accountability, that 
the coming of Jesus Christ has not restored them ? 
and adds, a jucid explanation of these things are 
fundamental inquiries, in regard to the apostacy and 
restoration of man, to that image, Jesus Christ, in 
which man is said to have been created.” Ans. The 
Scriptures are explicit, and inform us, that all died 
in Adam; and as men by dying, lose the powers 
which depended upon their natural life, so all men 
by dying in Adam, lost the uprightness, the image 
and free agency, which they possessed in Adam, 
before he, Adam, or they fell, and died. The Scerip- 
tures are positive in their declarations, relative to 
the fact, “ That all are under sin; As it is written, 
there is none righteous, NO, NOT ONE! There is 
NONE THAT UNDERSTANDETH, there is 
none that seeketh after God. They are ALL GONE 
OUT of the way, they are together become unprofi- 
table; THERE IS NONE THAT DOETH 
GOOD, NO, NOT ONE!” Romans, 3d chap. We 
now ask Philotheus, and we hope he will answer, 
whether a man, who has no understanding, is a free 
agent? And whether any of the race of Adam, all 
men, or any of them, can possibly be if salva- 
tion is itional, and the condition is GOOD 
WORKS, in any shape whatever? And further, 
we declare, without any, the least hesitation, that 











whenever Philotheus, proves salvation to be condi- 
tional, one of two things must be admitted, namely, 





must he definite ;—this shall be a “sine qua non,”|that ALL MANKIND WITHOUT EXCEPp 


TION MUST BE ETERNALLY DAMNED, o- 
the APOSTLE IS A LIAR! This can never be 
controverted. Philotheus’ question, whether “ map, 
by misusing his free-will power. has so lost the gift. 
of free-agency with accountability, that the coming 
of Jesus Christ has not restored them,” obliges us 
to ask, which coming of Jesus Christ he refers to * 
The reader will recollect, that Philotheus, in his 
former communication, spoke of the first, and second 
appearing of Christ.* If, according to Philotheus, 
the second appearing of Christ, restores man to his 
accountability, &c. we do not see any bearing the 
subject in this shape can have upon mankind uni 
versally. But, if Philotheus refers to the first, 
coming of Christ, it does. We therefore considey 
the question in this light, and answer, “ As in Adam 
all die, even so in Christ shall all be made alive.” 1: 


sequences; for it is of little moment what we are de-! Philotheus believes this to be truth, he must ae-* 
scribed to be, by those, who are not sufficiently in-| knowledge, that as many as died in Adam shall be* 


made alive in Christ, and if the loss of the image of 
Gud took place, when all died in Adam, the restora- 
tion to that image, will take place when they are 
made alive in Christ. We have the testimony of 
Paul, that “we are dead, and our life is hid with 
Christ in God ;” and of John, that “ we have eter- 
nal life in the Son of God.” Paul likewise declares, 
that “As we have borne the image of the eartay, 
we must also bear the image of the heavenly.” And 
Paul adds, “ Brethren, flesh and blood cannot inherit 
the kingdom of God. Neither doth corruption 
inherit incorruption. Behold, I shew you a mystery; 
we shall not aichen but we shall all be changed, in a 
moment,” &e, One question will settle this part of 
our subject ; will not those who are changed, be 
changed tothe image of God, which was lost in the 

erson of Adam by transgression? We believe 

hilotheus would hesitate a little before he answered 
this question in the negative; and if answered in 
the affirmative, Paul settles the question, beyond 
the possilulity of misconstruction, to a candid, honest 
mind, relative to the number who are to be resiored, 
&e. We declare, that all, every one, shall be restor- 
ed. And if we are in an error, it is the same erroi 
whieh God, and all his holy prophets were in, when 
they * testified of the restitution of all things.” The 
concluding paragraph in Philotheus’ communication 
reads thus, “The necessarian principle appears to 
have induced the Editor to misapply and misinter 
pret, as Philotheus apprehends, most of the texts, 
with which he has endeavoured to confute Philo 
theus.” We presume to say, that Philotheus has 
apprehended very wi ong, and we think soimpcrtant a 
question, demands something more, than the naked 
affirmation, or mere apprehension of Philotheus to 
disprove it. The P.S. at the bottom of our corres- 
pondent’s communication, is, a part of it at least, so 
obscure, that we candidly confess we cannot under- 
stand it. Relative to that part of it, however, which 
expresses sorrow, that we “ did not testify, manifest, 
or demonsirate, that Jesus Christ is our Captain, 
Counsellor, and Guide ;” we plead not guilty. We 
testified to the fact, by positive affirmations, or 
declarations ; avd manifested our subjection to our 
Captain and Guide, by using every argument, and 
urging the commands of our Captain and Guide, to 
the acceptance of Philotheus, as infinitely prefera- 
ble to all human deductions, principles, or doctrines. 
To conclude,——we think the apprehensions of Philo; 
theus are unworthy the name of proof, when put in 
competition with the numerous and positive festimo- 
nies of the Captain of our salvation, which we have 
adduced in evvdence of the TRUTH! 

* Note. Philatheus believes, that Christ comes the 
second time in the flesh of his people, in this world, and 
converts or renews them to a state of sinless perfection. 
But as we should understand it, to be perfect, good, 


sinners! For they continue to sin, only they sin det/er 
than wicked men do! 
—2 +e 
To Correspondents. 


Veritatis Amicus, and Halcyon is received, and shall 
i t. 
—a ROTKE 
*,* Persons wishing to subscribe for this paper, are re 
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subscription 13 open, and where they can obtain the Numbers 


from the first. 
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